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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject. matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-2, 6-8, 11-12, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Emery (US 20060104431 A1) in view of Kundaje (US 7039395 B2). 

Consider Claim 1, Emery teaches a method for providing a telecommunications extension 
service for a subscriber, comprising: receiving an incoming communication from a calling party 
to a telecommunications unit associated with the subscriber, wherein the telecommunications 
unit is associated with a plurality of other telecommunications units to be simultaneously rung 
(Pg. 4, [0048]); placing outgoing communications to the telecommunications unit and the 
plurality of other telecommunications units (Pg. 4, [0048], Pg. 5, [0061]-Pg. 6, [0075] and Figs 2 
and 3); connecting the incoming communication to the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075] and Pg. 7, [0085]); dropping each of the outgoing 
communications other than the outgoing communication associated with the first 
telecommunications unit to be answered (Pg. 6, [0075]); but Emery fails to specifically teach 
after dropping each of the outgoing communications other than the outgoing communication 
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associated with the first telecommunications unit to be answered, connecting at least one 
unanswered telecommunications unit to the incoming communication, wherein the incoming 
communication remains connected to the first telecommunications unit answered. 

However, Kundaje teaches after dropping each of the outgoing communications other 
than the outgoing communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (read as notification messages sent to other outgoing communications devices 
informing them that a the first answering device has been selected for call set up, Col. 6, lines 
1 1-21), connecting at least one unanswered telecommunications unit to the incoming 
communication, wherein the incoming communication remains connected to the first 
telecommunications unit answered (read as other members may join, Col. 6, line 1 1-21). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and Kundaje in order to aid in allowing others to join a call 
(Col. 6, line 11-21) 

Consider Claim 11, Emery teaches a system for providing a telecommunications extension 
service for a subscriber, comprising: programmable service means operative to: receive an 
incoming communication from a calling party to a telecommunications unit associated with the 
subscriber, wherein the telecommunications unit is associated with a plurality of other 
telecommunications units to be simultaneously rung (Pg. 4, [0048] and Pg. 7, [0085]); and query 
programmable determination means for processing instructions for the incoming communication 
(read as Java based steplets, Pg. 2, [0016]-[0021] and Fig. 3); the programmable determination 
means in communication with the programmable service means operative to: provide the 
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processing instructions for the incoming communication to the programmable service means, 
wherein the processing instructions include directions to place outgoing communications to the 
telecommunications unit and each of the plurality of other telecommunications units to be 
simultaneously rung (Pg. 4, [0048], Pg. 5, [0061]-Pg. 6, [0075] and Pg. 7, [0085]); and the 
programmable service means further operative to: receive the processing instructions from the 
programmable determination means (Pg: 2, [0026]-[0031], Pg. 3, [0032]-[0043] and Pg. 4, 
[0044]-[0045]); place outgoing communications to the telecommunications unit and each of the 
plurality of telecommunications units (Fig. 3 and Pg. 5, [0061]-[0071] and Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075] 
and Pg. 7, [0085]); connect the incoming communication to the first telecommunications unit to 
be answered (Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075] and Pg. 7, [0085]); drop each of the outgoing communications 
other than the outgoing communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (Pg, 6, [0075] and Pg. 7, [0085]); but Emery fails to specifically teach after dropping 
each of the outgoing communications other than the outgoing communication associated with the 
first telecommunications unit to be answered, connect at least one unanswered 
telecommunications unit to the incoming communication, wherein the incoming communication 
remains connected to the first telecommunications unit answered. 

However, Kundaje teaches after dropping each of the outgoing communications other 
than the outgoing communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (read as notification messages sent to other outgoing communications devices 
informing them that a the first answering device has been selected for call set up, Col. 6, lines 
11-21), connecting at least one unanswered telecommunications unit to the incoming 
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communication, wherein the incoming communication remains connected to the first 
telecommunications unit answered (read as other members may join, Col. 6, line 11-21). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and Kundaje in order to aid in allowing others to join a call 
(Col. 6, line 11-21) 

Consider Claim 2, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, but Emery fails to teach the 
method after dropping each of the outgoing communications other than the outgoing 
communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be answered, receiving an 
indication from the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit to connect the at least one 
unanswered telecommunications unit to the incoming communication. 

However, Kundaje teaches after dropping each of the outgoing communications other 
than the outgoing communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (read as notification messages sent to other outgoing communications devices 
informing them that a the first answering device has been selected for call set up, Col. 6, lines 
1 1-21), and Kundaje teaches receiving an indication from the at least one unanswered 
telecommunications unit to connect the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit to the 
incoming communication (read as receiving an indication that others may join, Pg. 6, lines 11- 
21). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and Kundaje in order to aid in allowing others to join a call 
(Col. 6, line 11-21) 
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Consider Claim 6, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising after 
connecting the incoming communication to the first telecommunications unit to be answered, 
notifying each of the telecommunications units other than the first telecommunications unit that 
the incoming call has been connected (Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075]). 

Consider Claim 7, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising displaying at 
each of the telecommunications units a notification that the incoming communication is 
connected (read as sending message objects, (Pg. 3, [0040]. 

Consider Claim 8, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: in response 
to receiving an incoming communication from the calling party, determining whether the 
telecommunications unit and each of the plurality of other telecommunications units to be 
simultaneously rung are available (read as checking presence, Pg. 5, [0069]). 

Consider Claim 12, Emery teaches the system of claim 1 1, wherein the programmable 
service means is further operative to receive a notification from the at least one unanswered 
telecommunications unit to connect the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit to the 
incoming communication (Fig. 3, and Pg. 5, [0068]-[0071]). 

Consider Claim 16, Emery teaches the system of claim 11, wherein the programmable 

service means is further operative to notify each of the telecommunications units other than the 

» 

first telecommunications unit to be answered that the incoming call has been connected (Pg. 6, 
[0072]-[0075] and Fig. 3 and Pg. 4, [0048]). 

Consider Claim 17, Emery teaches the system of claim 1 1, wherein the programmable 
determination means is further operative to determine, in response to receiving the incoming 
communication from the calling party, whether the telecommunications unit and each of the 
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plurality of other telecommunications units to be simultaneously rung are available (read as 
presence detection, Pg. 5, [0067]-[0071]). 

Consider Claim 18, Emery teaches the system of claim 1 1, wherein the programmable 
service means includes a switch (read as Service Broker (Pg. 4, [0046]-[0053]). 

Consider Claim 19, Emery teaches the system of claim 11, wherein the programmable 
determination means includes a service control point (read as Presence Server, Pg. 5, [0069]- 
[0071]). 

3. Claims 3-5, and 13-15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Emery (US 20060104431 A1 ) in view of Kundaje (US 7039395 B2) and further in 
view of O'Neil (US 2006/01 53353 A1 ). 

Consider Claim 3, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: monitoring 
the incoming communication connected to the first telecommunications unit answered and the at 
least one unanswered telecommunications unit (Pg. 7, [0085]) but Emery fails to teach 
monitoring for disconnection of one unit of the first telecommunications unit answered and the at 
least one unanswered telecommunications unit; and in response to detecting the disconnection of 
the one unit, disconnecting the incoming communication from the one unit, wherein the 
incoming communication remains connected to the units other than the one unit. 

However, Oneil teaches monitoring for disconnection of one unit of the first 
telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit 
(Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024]); and in 
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response to detecting the disconnection of the one unit, disconnecting the incoming 
communication from the one unit, wherein the incoming communication remains connected to 
the units other than the one unit (Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 
3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in terminations (Pg. 3, [0023]- 
[0024]) 

Consider Claim 4, Emery teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: monitoring 
the incoming communication connected to the first telecommunications unit answered and the at 
least one unanswered telecommunications unit (Pg. 7, [0085]) but Emery fails to specifically 
teach and monitor for disconnection of the first telecommunications unit to be answered and the 
at least one unanswered telecommunications unit or for disconnection of the calling party; and in 
response to detecting the disconnection of the first telecommunications unit answered and the at 
least one unanswered telecommunications unit or the disconnection of the calling party, 
disconnecting the incoming communication. 

However, O'Neil teaches and monitor for disconnection of the first telecommunications 
unit to be answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit or for 
disconnection of the calling party (Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and 
Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]); and in response to detecting the disconnection of the 
first telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit 
or the disconnection of the calling party, disconnecting the incoming communication (Fig. 2b, 
Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 



Application/Control Number: 1 1/218,010 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2617 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in terminations (Pg. 3, [0023]- 
[0024]) 

Consider Claim 5, Emery teaches the method of claim 4, further comprising: but Emery 
fails to specifically teach the method further comprising after disconnecting the incoming 
communication, notifying each of the telecommunications units other than the first 
telecommunications unit to be answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications 
unit that the incoming communication has been disconnected. 

However, O'Neil teaches after disconnecting the incoming communications, notifying 
each of the telecommunications units other than the first telecommunications unit to be answered 
and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit that the incoming communication has 
been disconnected (read as disconnected and forwarded, Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 
and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in controlling secondary call 
treatments, Pg. 4, [0025]). 

Consider Claim 13, Emery teaches the system of claim 1 1, wherein the programmable 
service means is further operative to: monitor the incoming communication connected to the first 
telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit (Pg. 
7, [0085]), but Emery fails to specifically teach and monitor for disconnection of one unit of the 
first telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications 
unit; and in response to detecting the disconnection of the one unit, disconnect the incoming 
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communication from the one unit, wherein the incoming communication remains connected to 
the unit other than the one unit. 

However, Oneil teaches monitoring for disconnection of one unit of the first 
telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit 
(Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024]); and in 
response to detecting the disconnection of the one unit, disconnecting the incoming 
communication from the one unit, wherein the incoming communication remains connected to 
the units other than the one unit (Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 
3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in terminations (Pg. 3, [0023]- 
[0024]) 

Consider Claim 14, Emery teaches the system of claim 1 1, wherein the programmable 
service means is further operative to: monitor the incoming communication connected to the first 
telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit (Pg. 
7, [0085]), but Emery fails to specifically teach and monitor for disconnection of the first 
telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit or 
for the disconnection of the calling party; and in response to detecting the disconnection of the 
first telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit 
or the disconnection of the calling party, disconnect the incoming communication. 

However, O'Neil teaches and monitor the incoming communication connection to the 
first telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications unit 
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or for disconnection of the calling party (Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] 
and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]); and in response to detecting the disconnection of 
the first telecommunications unit answered and the at least one unanswered telecommunications 
unit or the disconnection of the calling party, disconnecting the incoming communication (Fig. 
2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in terminations (Pg. 3, [0023]- 
[0024]) 

Consider Claim 15, Emery teaches the system of claim 14, wherein the programmable 
service means is further operative to notify each of the telecommunications units other than the 
first telecommunications unit to be answered and the at least one unanswered 
telecommunications unit that the incoming communication has been disconnected (Fig. 2b, 
Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024] and Pg. 4, [0025]). 

4. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emery (US 20060104431 A1) in view of Kundaje (US 7039395 B2) and further in view 
of Poustchi (US 2006/0067300 A1 ) 

Consider Claim 9, Emery teaches the method of claim 10, but Emery fails to specifically 
teach the method wherein the telecommunications unit and the plurality of other 
telecommunications units include wireline, wireless, and VoIP telecommunications units. 
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However, Poustchi teaches the method wherein the telecommunications unit and the 
plurality of other telecommunications (Figs. 1 and 2, and Pg, 1, [0002]-[001 1] and Pg. 5, [0067]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Emery and Poustchi to enable use of a range of network devices (Pg. 5, 
[0067]). 

Consider Claim 10, Emery teaches the method of claim 1 1, wherein determining whether 
the wireless telecommunications units are available includes sending a query message to one or 
more home location registers requesting a status of the wireless telecommunications units (Pg. 5, 
[0069]); but Emery fails to specifically teach the method wherein determining whether the 
wireline telecommunications units are available includes sending a query message requesting 
status of the wireline telecommunications units; and Emery also fails to specifically teach 
wherein determining whether the VoIP telecommunications units are available includes sending 
a query message requesting status of the VoIP telecommunications units. 

However, Poustchi teaches the method wherein determining whether the wireline 
telecommunications units are available includes sending a query message requesting status of the 
wireline telecommunications units (Fig. 1 and 2, and Pg. 2, [0027], Pg. 5, [0064], Pg. 8, [0090]- 
[0091]); and further, Poustchi teaches wherein determining whether the VoIP 
telecommunications units are available includes sending a query message requesting status of the 
VoIP telecommunications unit ( Pg. 2, [0027], Pg. 5, [0064], Pg. 8, [0090]-[0091]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Emery and Poustchi in order to aid in determining the status of the call 
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(Pg. 2, [0027]). 

5. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emery 
(US 20060104431 A1) in view of O'Neil (US 2006/0153353 A1). 

Consider Claim 20, Emery teaches a method for providing a telecommunications 
extension service for a subscriber, comprising: receiving an incoming communication from a 
calling party to a telecommunications unit associated with the subscriber, wherein the 
telecommunications unit is associated with a plurality of other telecommunications units to be 
simultaneously rung (Pg. 4, [0048] and Pg. 7, [0085]); placing outgoing communications to the 
telecommunications unit and the plurality of other telecommunications units; connecting the 
incoming communication to the first telecommunications unit to be answered (Pg. 4, [0048], Pg. 
5, [0061]-Pg. 6, [0075] and Pg. 7, [0085]); notifying each of the telecommunications units other 
than the first telecommunications unit to be answered that the incoming communication is 
connected (Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075] and Fig. 3); dropping each of the outgoing communications 
other than the outgoing communication associated with the first telecommunications unit to be 
answered (Pg. 5, [0061]-[007i] and Pg. 6, [0072]-[0075] and Pg. 7, [0084]); detecting 
disconnection of either the calling party associated with the incoming communication or the first 
telecommunications unit to be answered (read as Presence Server, Pg. 5, [0069] and Fig. 3, 
Block 205); Emery fails to specifically teach and in response to detecting the disconnection, 
disconnecting the incoming communication and notifying each of the telecommunications units 
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other than the first telecommunications unit to be answered that the incoming communication is 
disconnected. 

However, O'Neil teaches and in response to detecting the disconnection, disconnecting 
the incoming communication and notifying each of the telecommunications units other than the 
first telecommunications unit to be answered that the incoming communication is disconnected 
(Fig. 2b, Block 224, Fig. 2c, Block 240 and pg. 6, [0037] and Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teaching of Emery and O'Neil in order to aid in terminations 
(Pg. 3, [0023]-[0024]) 



Conclusion 



6. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Shannon Brooks whose telephone number is (571) 270-1 115. 



The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on (571) 272-7904. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Shannon R. Brooks 
September 22, 2007 




